
SEP 09 '94 08:36AM NORTHDIV ENVIRONMENT

SENT BY:ROBERT G. GER.BER INC. : 9- 9-84 ; 0:16AM ;ROBERT G. GERBER INC~

N60087.AR.000445 -~I'
NAS BRUNSWICK

I__ ~090.~a /

IlOBBllT G.

GERBER,JNc.
17 West Stt=· Freeport, Maine· 04032·1133

August 19, 1994
File #965

'0"

201-86&-6138' (FAX) 207-R6~·lO'1

Ms. Loukic Lofdlie
Brunswick Area Citizens for a Sate Emrironment ..
P.O.Box145
Brunswick, ME 04011

Subject: Review orDraftFinal Long Term Monitoring PItzn: Site 9, Nqtllne Drive 1JI.rpDsaI Stte,
NaYl;ll Air Station Brunswick. BnmswicJc. Maine,August 1994.

Dear Ms. Lofchie:

A3 requeltal by thcBrunswick Area~s for a SAfe EDYironment (BACSR1 Robert O. Gt:bef,
Inc. (Gerber), hu reviewed the Draft Final Long Term Monitoring Pltzn; Site 9, Nepnme IHiYe
Disposal Site for Naval Air Station Brunswick. Brunswick, Maine, dated August 1994. 1b.e
document wu fRpand by ABB Bnvironmartal Sef'';ces. Inc.. (ABB-'ES) for~U. S. Department
or the Navy for the Naval Air Station Bronswick (NAS Brunswidt) located in Brunswick. Maine.
In the subject document, the Na-vy proposes I8D1J'Iling and reporting IICtMticS in Jupport of their
proposed interim remedial action to addrDU gr"",:,dwater contAn1i.nBboD at the Neptune Drive
DispoaaJ Site. . .

Site 9. &150 known aa the Neptune Drive DisposAl Site; is located in the central ponion ofNAS
BrunswiJ:k. "Ihe site initially induded tbree areas ofpof(';fttia! contanIiDation: the location ofa former
inclncntor and an associated ash disposal area; an Rrea reportedly used for burning and disposal of
solvents; and two streams ~b:ibitin8 iron-stainin5Z cnaraeteriatic of lcac:bate. -Results of earlier
environmental investigations were reponed in the A"W191 1990 Drtdt Final RtmerliallrwestJgatlon
(lU) and the April 1991 Draft FInal s.ppltmlmtrrl Rl reporta prepared by E. C. Jordan. The
September 1993 Draft TechniCDIMenrorardmJjor SUP 9 presented a!lUD\mBIY ofinvestigatioDs and
analysis conducted through 1993, and recommend..,jons for future activities at the lite. Several of
the issues we raised in our review of the Septcmhr.T' 199] and earlier wnions of the TechDical
Memomndum have been broached 81 mbsequen1 m@f'1ings oftile Tec:hnicallleview Committee, and
remain oumanding. .

We recently reviewed the July 1994 Propo~Plnn for Sit. 9 that presented the Navy's preferred
altemative for an interim remedial action for groundwater at Site 9. The proposed interim action

. includes gTOUtldwater R!JDediation by D&tUra1 attenuRfion. implementation ofinstitutionaI controls to
prevent human~e, and Ions-term momtorin~of gTOundWBler. Jl\Irlkce water, and sediments
to evaluate changes in environmental quality. We pr..._~ented our commenu on the ProposedPlan in
our lotter to you dated August 10, 19~.
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The subject document addreues the environmmtl'l monitoring portion of tho proposed remedial
alternativc. The purpose ofthe long term monitoring. plllJl, as stated on page 1-3, is to "characterize
the groundwater and surface water quality on-si!t and downgradient of Site 9 and identify
contamination,. ifany. associated with past disposal ft.ctivitics at the site". as weD as "better establish
the presencelabsenco IUld conczntntions of~n1Ult8which have bccD IpondicaUyo~
durins past sampq CYCIlta"•. We provided coml':'P.'1tll on the June 1994 vaon Of the ~ec:t

d cument in our letter to you dated Jurie 29, 1994,; Our comments on the current vtnioii ofihe
proposed monitoring plan are u follows: . .

, . .

1. Page l-~' We reiterate our comment from our Ju~e'29, 1994, letter conceming1he incorporation
by reference ofsignifiC8J1t sections ofthe Long Term Monitoring Planfor Site 9. We lItiD feel that
the document should be "freestanding- in that it 1I"~uld include major compooents.' such 88 the
Quality Assurance Project PJIU1 UJd the Health and' ~Afety Plan (HASP). as appendiceJ ather than
reference an earlier document that applies to a COn:'rl~le1y different location (thBl is, Sites 1 and 3,
Building 95. and the Eastern Plwnc). It is our·undcrlftAnding, haled Oil 8ft earlier OOIJlIDeI1t by Maine
Department of EnvU-onme:tltal Protection (DEP) "t,,1f, that the document reftlrenccd. hu not yet
received agency approval In addition. the HASP sh«:'111d be & sito-spec;ific document relaling to the
hazards presented to worlce:tll at Site 9 as these hstzards, and the appropriate aetioDB,. are not
necessarily the same u those at Siteli 1 and 3. Buildin~95 and the Eutom Plume.

(

2. PaF 1-11. In the June 1994 "'8'Iicm oftheA1~ document., the &nBllClltellcc in the parII&J'Bph
desCribing the unnamed Stream! meuiona -leachate ~J'1I and sbIinins" h-vins been obierved in 1;)oth
strcamB. Why is the rc::fi:rcnu to Icacbatc and naini"ll.· lUi well as the southern UDIWIled Itrea1JI. not
included in the corresponding scntc:ntc In the subjee:t document.

3. Palel-15. The "area with historic elevated VOe'dn groundwater" drawn 011 Figure 1-4 does
not reflect that volatile organic: c:ompoUDda (VOCs). hl(VC been dcteacd in CP-902 and MW-908..

4. Page 1~18 -1-11. The analytical results aumm.ari.,..",c1 in Section 1.4.2 do not present Kcstimatcd"
results (denoted by a "JU

) COMistent1y. Por example, ~l:tim8tedconcentrations ofvinyl chloride were
reported for MW-9()4. MW-907, and MW-90K in TAhle 1-1, but are not mentioned in the teD on
page 1-18. However. estimated concentrationa of I,ntynuclear aromalic hydrocarbons (PAHs) are
mentioned in the Patll8"lPh at the top of'pae8 1-21. The estimated values should be addTe8l1ed in the
text. . ,

5. hge 1-19, 1-21, &: 1-24. In sevenl inJtances, <'ompounds detocted are attn"buted to samplinB
or laboratory artif&cu or laboratory contaIftinaUon. Wha~ do the applieahle samplinB or laboratory
quality control and assurance meuurea indicate.

6. rage 1-20. What does -acnmal bacJcsround ranFl"" mean. How is it defined.
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7. Page 1.14. How i8 -background II defined.

8. Page 1.26. Has it been determined that there is no groundwater input or "ontribution to samples
~llccted at SW-915.

9.~ 1.16. l~. %-1. When and how will the co"tlUllination in IIlltf8ce wat~ and wdimem. be
evaluated for possible remediation. Levels of PAI:" in lIediments in particu,ar rr:maiD a ~m..
While additional soura:l investiga1ions are mentioned elsewhere in the text (for example. OIl pQe 2-2),
it is not clear ifthese proposed investigations 'Will addrC'.8!1 surface water and sediment COIItIminatiolL

10. Pale 3-5 & 3-'- W81et level meuurements ,Il~ould be made at tI1I weDs at Site 9 during a
SlUIlJ)llng event even though water quality 58JJ1plcs might not be collected from aU wells.. While the
text and Table 3-1 indicate that MW-902 and M"-'-90S will not be included in the long term
monitoring prognun. the response to DEP'a conunent /I 13 (!lee Appendix B in the mbject document)
indicates that the two welliI will be sampled under anofh::T" program and if contaminants are d.etected,
they will be added to the long term monitoring progrAm. '

11. Pace 3-7. How often will in situ parameters be monitored.. What are the stabilizaDon mteria.

12. General Comment. In our June 29, 1994, let",~'concemin8the previous draft of the subject
document. we noted thet'e were a number of i.SlI"~ we raised concerning the May 1994 Drqft
PruposedPlanfer Si. 9 that remained unansWered lit the time, such Ai how Mfttaminantt detected
in Itremn aedimentJI would be handled. The Propn~dPlan WlUl revised in July 1994 and made
lLVlIi1abJe rol" public conunent until August 10. 1994 The Navy will be providing written RSponse8
to all written commenU submitted during the pllhlic comment period in the "R.esponsiveness
Sununary" of \he Record ofDecision. Depcnd~ on the nature and extent of the raponaC5 to '

. comment!. thet'e may swl be some concerns and i51l11e~ remaining regarding the Il~ivitics proposed
for Site 9.

Please do not hesitate to give UB a call ifyou have ",,)' questions on the comments above.

Sincerely.
Roben G. Gerber, Inc.

~~a,
Carolyn A. Lepage. C.
Dir8CtOr ofOpenltiOJUI
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